viewed, as well as the system of inner classification of the Atyidae and its biogeographical meaning. For the age and evolution of the genus we developed a new model based on vicariance principles that involves further evolution of each species after the disruption of the ancestral range. This allows new estimations for the age of the genus. Accordingly, we suppose that other proposals, such as recent dispersal through the sea, should be disregardedfor this genus. The evolutionary developmentof this species is discussed in the context of the geologicalhistory of the area and the world distribution of the genus, the genus group, and the family. (Chace & Hobbs, 1969; Peck, 1974; Hart et al., 1985; Stock, 1986) . The occurrence of a member of the genus in the Iberian Peninsula made us reconsider the different theories and formulateour ideas about the evolution of both this new species and the whole genus.
Contributions to Zoology, 65 (2) 79-99 (1995) Banarescu, 1990; Stock, 1993) . Up to the present, members of the genus have not been recorded in Eurasia.
Several works have dealt with the origin and biogeography of the genus group, the genus, or some of its species (Monod & Cals, 1970; Croizat et al., 1974; Monod, 1975; Rosen, 1976; Iliffe et al., 1983; Banarescu, 1990; Stock, 1993 Typhlatya pretneri (Matjasic, 1956) Table III ). Hobbs et al., 1977; 2, Holthuis, 1986; 3, Botosaneanu & Holthuis, 1970; 4, Monod & Cals, 1970;  5, Chace & Manning, 1972; 6, Hart & Manning, 1981; 7, Matjašič, 1956 . (Capote, 1983; Capote & Carbó, 1983; Santanach, 1983; Martínez López, 1989) . These ranges had been mainly areas of marine and lacustrine environments with strong sedimentation processes during the Mesozoic, of a character more shallow than bathyal (Rincón et al., 1983; Canérot, 1991 (Ferrer Galdiano, 1924 (Sanz & Gómez, 1984 Monod, 1975; Holthuis, 1986; Banarescu, 1990 (Stock, 1986) , a model to explain colonization of anchialine caves in Atlantic islands (Hart et al., 1985) , and an alternative approach by Stock (1993) .
We think that part of the confusion is the result of the assumption that the evolution of Typhlatya (Schram, 1986) . Nevertheless, Chace (1992) placed these three families into different superfami- (Banarescu, 1973 (Banarescu, , 1990 (Bouvier, 1925) (Monod & Cals, 1970; Monod, 1975; Banarescu, 1990 The model provided by Stock (1993) (Barr & Holsinger, 1985; Holsinger, 1988 (Hutchinson, 1960; Peck, 1974 (Riccardi, 1991) . (Jansa, 1991 (Scotese, 1991) . As a consequence, following Winterer (1991: 261) (Riccardi, 1991; Scotese, 1991 (Winterer, 1991 (Iliffe, 1992; Stock, 1993 Stock, , 1994 ; (3) Since anchialine caves are rich in "ancient" fauna (Iliffe, 1992; Iliffe et al., 1984; Stock, 1994) 
